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REMARKS 

The application is amended herewith in a manner that is 
believed to place the same in condition for allowance at the time 
of the next Official Action. 

At item 2 of the Official Action, claim 13 as it 
previously appeared in the case was rejected for indef initeness . 
The present amendment to claim 13 deletes the language that was 
objected to in line 22 of claim 13, and is believed thereby to 
obviate the rejection. 

At item 3 of the Official Action, claims 13-15 were 
rejected as allegedly being anticipated by McNUTT U.S. Patent No. 
6,341,331; and, at item 4 of the Official Action, the remaining 
claims 1-12, 16 and 17 were rejected as allegedly being 
unpatentable over McNUTT in view of MATT SON U.S. Patent No. 
5,717,893. Those rejections are respectfully traversed, for the 
following reasons. 1 

Applicant notes initially that each of the independent 
claims 1, 3, 13 and 16 is amended herewith so as to sharpen the 
definition of the invention as recited in those claims, by 
specifying that data is discarded for a first cache segment that 
stores data in excess of an allocation criterion value associated 
with the first cache segment, and wherein data is newly written 
to a second cache segment based on a determination that the 
second cache segment stores less data than an allocation 
criterion value associated with the second cache segment. This 
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aspect of the invention is described by way of example with 
reference to Fig. 3B and Figs. 4A-4C, and the corresponding 
description appearing at pages 20-22 of the specification. 

It is believed that the four independent claims are 
each patentably distinct from the applied prior art at least by 
virtue of this clarified recitation, such that all of claims 1-17 
are now seen to be in condition for allowance. 

In particular, the Official Action acknowledges that 
the McNUTT reference is silent to the concept of storing the 
cache division size criterion in the segment LRU list, but 
contends that the secondary reference to MATTSON teaches a 
logical cache structure that manages for each cache segment 
identifier, a division size criterion value for the cache 
segment. See the Official Action at page 5, line 3 from the 
bottom through page 6, line 1. 

However, neither MATTSON nor McNUTT nor the two 
references considered in combination, are seen to disclose the 
inventions as recited by the presently-amended claims. 

To the contrary, MATTSON discloses that, when changing 
the partition sizes, K0 blocks are moved from partition P0, and a 
decision is made as to which partition will newly store K0 blocks 
based on the data type criteria of each block in the set K0 (see 
column 9, lines 37-44 of MATTSON. 

Therefore, the above discussion highlighting certain 
differences between the amended claims and the applied prior art, 
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is believed to demonstrate wherein claims 1-17 as amended are 
patentably distinct from the applied prior art. 

In view of the present amendment and the foregoing 
Remarks, therefore, it is believed that the application is now in 
condition for allowance on the basis of claims 1-17, as amended. 
Allowance and passage to issue on that basis are accordingly 
respectfully requested . 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 25-0120 for any additional 
fees required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 or under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17. 

Respectfully submitted, 
YOUNG & THOMPSON 

Andrew J . Pat<», Reg. No. 32,925 
745 South 23 rd Street 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Telephone (703) 521-2297 
Telefax (703) 685-0573 
(703) 979-4709 
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